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REMARKS 

Claims 1-20 are pending in the application, and claims 1-4, 7-9, 1 1-14 and 18-20 stand 
rejected. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C §102 

Claims 1-4, 7-19, 1 1-14 and 18-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,603,193 to Crane. In particular, the Examiner finds that, with 
regard to claims 1 and 11, Crane discloses all of the claimed limitations. In a previous 
submission Applicants noted that Crane does not teach a body with a cavity for receiving the 
substrate and at least a portion of the top cover therein to form an enclosed housing therewith, 
the body including at least one connector extending fi-om within the cavity to outside of the body 
and configured to contact the integrated circuit when the substrate is in the cavity , [emphasis 
added] In the final Action the Examiner replies that the connectors (30, 32) of Crane electrically 
contact the circuit. Applicants have therefore amended claim 1 and 1 1 to clearly specify that the 
body includes at least one connector extending firom within the cavity to outside of the body and 
configured to phvsicallv contact the integrated circuit when the substrate is in the cavity, 
[emphasis added] Support for this amendment is found through the originally filed drawings and 
specification, and is a limitation that (as admitted by the Examiner in the final Action) is clearly 
not taught by Crane. Applicants therefore respectfiilly submit that claims 1 and 1 1 as amended 
herein are patentable over Crane and request the Examiner to kindly reconsider and pass these 
claims to issue. 

Claims 2-10 depend firom claim 1, and claims 12-20 depend from claim 1 1. In view of 
the above discussion, it is submitted that claims 1 and 1 1 are allowable, and for this reason 
claims 2-10 and 12-20 are also allowable and are not individually addressed herein. 

Applicants acknowledge with gratitude the Examiner's indication of allowabihty as to 
claims 5-6 and 15-17. However, as detailed above, AppUcants respectfiiUy submit that all claims 
are now allowable, that the application is now in condition for allowance, and thus respectfiiUy 
urge the Examiner to pass this case to issue. 
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The Commissioner is authorized to charge any additional fees which may be required or 
credit overpayment to deposit account no. 12-0415. In particular, if this response is not timely 
filed, the Commissioner is authorized to treat this response as including a petition to extend the 
time period pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) requesting an extension of time of the number of 
months necessary to make this response timely filed and the petition fee due in connection 
therewith maybe charged to deposit account no. 12-0415. 
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